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Abstract
Land abandonment is common in the Mediterranean Basin, a global biodiversity hotspot, but little is known about its
impacts on biodiversity. To upscale existing case-study insights to the Pan-Mediterranean level, we conducted a meta-
analysis of the effects of land abandonment on plant and animal species richness and abundance in agroforestry, arable
land, pastures, and permanent crops of the Mediterranean Basin. In particular, we investigated (1) which taxonomic groups
(arthropods, birds, lichen, vascular plants) are more affected by land abandonment; (2) at which spatial and temporal scales
the effect of land abandonment on species richness and abundance is pronounced; (3) whether previous land use and
current protected area status affect the magnitude of changes in the number and abundance of species; and (4) how
prevailing landforms and climate modify the impacts of land abandonment. After identifying 1240 potential studies, 154
cases from 51 studies that offered comparisons of species richness and abundance and had results relevant to our four areas
of investigation were selected for meta-analysis. Results are that land abandonment showed slightly increased (effect size
= 0.2109, P,0.0001) plant and animal species richness and abundance overall, though results were heterogeneous, with
differences in effect size between taxa, spatial-temporal scales, land uses, landforms, and climate. In conclusion, there is no
‘‘one-size-fits-all’’ conservation approach that applies to the diverse contexts of land abandonment in the Mediterranean
Basin. Instead, conservation policies should strive to increase awareness of this heterogeneity and the potential trade-offs
after abandonment. The strong role of factors at the farm and landscape scales that was revealed by the analysis indicates
that purposeful management at these scales can have a powerful impact on biodiversity.
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Introduction
Increasing competition for land is one of the most significant
processes of global environmental change [1,2]. Though obscured
by the attention given to global land scarcity, the phenomenon of
land abandonment – change towards termination of crop
cultivation or livestock grazing [3] – is equally on the rise [4,5].
Cropland abandonment has affected an estimated 1.47 million
km2 worldwide from the 1700s to 1992 [6]. Agricultural
abandonment has been substantial throughout the 20th century
in North America, the former Soviet Union and Southern Asia,
followed by Europe, South America and China since the 1960s
[7]. A set of underlying and proximate ecological (e.g. declining
soil fertility), social (rural depopulation) and economic (e.g.
globalization of agro-commodity markets, declining farm profit-
ability) drivers determine the patterns and processes of land
abandonment, usually through interaction at various spatial and
temporal scales [8]. Land abandonment has a range of
consequences for the provision of ecosystem processes, including
functions and services that are not well-understood and often
context-specific, for example wildfire frequency and intensity,
nutrient cycling, carbon sequestration, cultural landscape values
and water balance [3]. Here we conduct a meta-analysis of the
literature to examine the consequences of land abandonment in
the Mediterranean Basin.
Consequences of Land Abandonment
Two fundamentally different biodiversity consequences are
possible: On the one hand, land abandonment may contribute to
‘‘passive landscape restoration’’ [9] or ‘‘rewilding’’ [10], thus
facilitating the restoration of natural ecosystem processes and
reducing direct human influence on landscapes. Several studies
confirm that, for example, woodland bird and large mammal
populations benefit from large-scale land abandonment (see [11]
and references therein). On the other hand, abandonment of
agricultural landscapes may threaten farmland biodiversity, in
particular functional diversity [12] associated with anthropogenic
landscapes of high nature value. ‘‘High nature value farming’’ is a
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predominantly European concept that recognizes that the
conservation of biodiversity in some settings depends on the
continuation of low-intensity farming systems [13–15]. Processes
induced by abandonment of agricultural uses that may threaten
local biodiversity include habitat loss, decrease in habitat
patchiness, competitive exclusion, invasions of non-native plants,
litter accumulation, increased predation, and increased wildfires
[3].
Put into a larger perspective, the dispute between ‘‘rewilding’’
and ‘‘high nature value farming’’ advocates reflects the ongoing
scholarly debate of whether biodiversity conservation should
pursue ‘‘land sparing’’ (embracing ‘‘rewilded’’ ecosystems) or
‘‘land sharing’’ (calling for ‘‘high nature value’’ farming) [16,17].
Trajectories of land abandonment are accompanied by consider-
able societal trade-offs, not only between the different kinds of
biodiversity that are supported or degraded, but also between
ecosystem functions and services such as aesthetic values, carbon
sequestration, or wildfire regimes in landscapes [5]. Despite the
implications of these diverging views for conservation, the
biodiversity impacts of land abandonment have only started to
be assessed beyond local-scale case studies [18,19].
Objective
The Mediterranean Basin is one of the original 25 global
biodiversity hotspots [20], exhibiting high levels of plant and
animal richness and endemism [11,21,22]. There are numerous
case studies on the impacts of land abandonment. To upscale these
local-scale case study insights, we performed a meta-analysis
focusing on the effects of land abandonment on plant and animal
species richness and abundance in agroforestry, arable land,
pastures, and permanent crops of the Mediterranean Basin. Based
on a previously developed review protocol [23], we investigated (1)
which taxonomic groups (arthropods, birds, lichen, vascular
plants) are more affected by land abandonment; (2) at which
spatial and temporal scales the effect of land abandonment on
species richness and abundance is pronounced; (3) whether
previous land use and current protected area status affect the
magnitude of changes in the number and abundance of species;
and (4) how prevailing landforms (mountain vs. lowland areas) and
climate modify the impacts of land abandonment. Mediterranean-
type environments are particularly suitable for meta-analysis, as
they vary less in climate, disturbance regimes, and further key
aspects than other biome types [24]. Previous reviews have
covered land abandonment [3,8,18], but did not perform formal
meta-analyses and/or did not cover a particular biodiversity
hotspot. Our intention is to identify knowledge gaps and to inform
conservation policy.
Materials and Methods
Study Area: Mediterranean Basin
The Mediterranean Basin is one of the world’s regions where
land abandonment is prevalent [25,26], especially in upland areas
[27]. Precise data on land abandonment are not available, but
FAO forest statistics indicate that most of the abandoned
Mediterranean farmland is in the European Union member
countries, Israel, Turkey and Algeria [28]. Old fields have always
been part of a dynamic equilibrium in Mediterranean landscapes,
but permanent land abandonment has increased throughout the
20th century [29]. In most northern Mediterranean countries
forest cover has increased by about 2% per annum [11].
Modernization of agricultural production in fertile lowland
areas and a population exodus from rural areas to urban centers
have been the most decisive drivers of Mediterranean land
abandonment [30–33]. Agricultural land uses are generally given
up when farming fails to adjust to changed economic conditions.
The physical constraints of soils, topography, climate, and
remoteness limit the options for adaptation to more intensive,
mechanized, and profitable farming techniques on the marginal
lands of the Mediterranean Basin. Agricultural policies have
further accelerated the concentration of agricultural activities on
more fertile and accessible land and the abandonment of marginal
lands, though some more recent rural development policies have
mitigated this trend [27,34,35].
The rich biodiversity of the Mediterranean Basin is the
consequence of a particular biogeography, geological history,
landscape ecology, and human history. Most notably, human land
uses have shaped ecosystems for more than 10,000 years and have
enhanced biological and landscape diversity [29,31]. Given that
the Mediterranean biome has been predicted to experience the
greatest proportional change in biodiversity by 2100, mainly
through land use and climate change [36], questions about the
impacts of land abandonment on biodiversity are critical.
Study Selection
Our methodology was derived from the guidelines of the
Collaboration for Environmental Evidence [37]; following these
standards, a sampling protocol was peer-reviewed and published a
priori (online repository: [23]). A Preferred Reporting Items for
Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) checklist was
applied (Table S1). The minimum requirement for inclusion of a
case study in the meta-analysis was that it reported summary data
on plant or animal species richness or abundance comparing
managed versus abandoned farmland. While species richness is
argued to be a limited indicator of biodiversity, it is by far the most
commonly used proxy for biodiversity in the primary studies that
we evaluated. Among the simplest and most robust diversity
measures available [38,39], it underlies many ecological models
and conservation strategies [40]. It is important to note that
whether or not a given outcome, in terms of species richness or
some other measure of biodiversity, is a ‘‘desirable’’ outcome is
subjective, and will vary by region, landscape, and social factors
and is beyond the scope of this study. The following definitions
and study inclusion criteria were used:
N Relevant populations: Plant and animal populations that may
change with the abandonment of agroforestry, arable land,
pastures, and permanent crops (Figure 1). We based our
definitions on the CORINE land cover nomenclature to
delimit agroforestry, arable land, pastures, and permanent
crops [41]. ‘‘Agroforestry’’ is defined as annual crops or
pasture growing with forestry species such that the two
interact; ‘‘arable land’’ refers to irrigated or non-irrigated
lands used for annually cultivated and harvested crops;
‘‘pastures’’ are characterized by dense herbaceous cover,
generally grazed or harvested for fodder; and ‘‘permanent
crops’’ are crops that persist and are harvested over a longer
than annual timeframe [41].
N Relevant exposure: The complete or partial abandonment of
livestock grazing and/or crop cultivation. We understood
abandonment as the ceasing of cultivation or grazing on
farmland over a period of at least five years.
N Types of comparators: Comparisons between species richness and
abundance before and after abandonment of particular sites
and comparisons of abandoned land to adjacent reference
farmland at the same moment in time (‘‘space-for-time
substitution’’ [42]).
Land Abandonment in the Mediterranean Basin
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N Relevant outcomes: Quantitative measures of richness and/or
abundance of terrestrial plant and animal species. Only
taxonomic group, not individual species abundances were
included.
N Relevant types of study design: Observational field studies and
manipulative field experiments. Control plots that were not
abandoned should be in similar ecological settings, ideally close
to abandoned plots.
We searched the following databases for relevant documents:
ISI Web of Science, BIOSIS Citation Index, CAB Abstracts,
Scopus, ProQuest Agricola, and ProQuest Dissertations & Theses.
To minimize publication bias, we additionally included grey
literature by considering the first 50 pdf and word documents
provided by each of the following sources: Google, Google
Scholar, and Dogpile. We considered studies in English, French,
Italian, Portuguese, and Spanish. Search terms referred to the
defined population, intervention and outcomes. Terms were broad
enough to capture all relevant papers. The following logical search
string was used: (abandon* OR ‘‘old fields’’ OR fallow) AND
(biodiversity OR richness OR abundance OR composition OR
assemblage) AND Mediterranean. Titles and abstracts were stored
in a single Endnote database.
The search was performed in May 2013, yielding a total of 2012
studies. We obtained an additional 3 studies from colleagues. After
removal of duplicates, 1240 studies remained. Study selection was
a three-stage process. First, 632 studies with relevant titles were
selected. Second, selection was made based on abstracts, after
which 204 studies remained. To be considered in the meta-
analysis, a study had to provide summary data (i.e. mean, standard
deviation, and sample size) for species richness or abundance on
managed vs. abandoned farmlands. When studies had collected
relevant data but not published the required summary data,
authors were contacted by e-mail. We contacted 33 authors,
received information from 24 of them, and processed 19 of these
datasets. Full paper content was assessed in the third stage, leaving
51 studies that provided all the information needed for the meta-
analysis (means, standard deviations, sample sizes etc.) (Figure S1,
see Table S2 for full references).
Repeatability of study inclusion was checked through a random
subset of ca. 10% of references whose titles (150 papers) and
abstracts (65 papers) were assessed by an independent reviewer.
Inclusion consistency was calculated using kappa statistics [43].
Agreement between reviewers was good in both steps (k = 0.61 in
the first stage and k = 0.72 in the second stage).
Study quality was assessed before data extraction. All articles
that were finally selected met the requirements specified by our
systematic review protocol.
Data Treatment and Analysis
Observations of multiple taxa, different study sites, and/or
different measurement times within one study were included
separately in the dataset and considered independently. For each
observation, we extracted means, standard deviations, and sample
sizes (see Table S3). When summary statistics were not presented
numerically, they were extracted from tables and graphs, using
image analysis software in some cases. If original data were
provided but summary statistics were lacking, summary statistics
were calculated on the basis of raw data. In cases of insufficient
information, corresponding authors were contacted to gather the
required data. Location data given in the study were used to
obtain parameter estimates for explanatory variables from other
data sources (GoogleEarth, European Environment Agency,
WorldClim) in order to extract variables that were not provided
in the studies (Table 1, Table S4). The spatial resolution of
WorldClim data is 1 km2. We considered a total of 8 independent
variables (Table 1, plus 3 less important variables in Table S5).
Data were synthesized through meta-analysis to address the
overall effects of land abandonment on plant and animal richness
and abundance. In meta-analysis, effect size is a difference value
relative to the standard deviation. Additional aspects were
addressed through meta-regression and sub-group analyses.
Specifically, we measured the effect size of each case by the
standardized mean difference, d = (m12m2)/sdp. m1 and m2 are
means of a focal dependent variable (e.g. population density and
diversity) after and before land abandonment, respectively. The
pooled standard deviation is sdp and equals the square root of ((n12
1)sd1
2+(n221)sd22)/(n1+n222), where n1 and sd1 are the sample size
and standard deviation for experiments after land abandonment,
and n2 and sd2 land without abandonment. The heterogeneity
analysis of the data was examined using a Q-test, and the
significance of the null hypothesis (i.e. the effect size equals zero)
was examined by a Z-test as in [44]. We further conducted a meta-
regression on temperature and precipitation as continuous
Figure 1. Examples of active and abandoned farmlands. (a)
arable land in Burgos province, Spain; (b) grassland in a North Adriatic
pastoral landscape, Croatia; (c) permanent crops: Olive groves on
Lesvos, Greece; (d) agroforestry: Quercus pyrenaica dehesa in Leo´n
province, Spain (sources: (a) J. Arroyo; (b) I. Kosic´; (c) T. Plieninger, T.
Kizos; (d) A. Taboada).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098355.g001
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moderators. All calculation was done by using the metafor package
[45] in R software [46].
Results
Overall, our data set included 154 cases in 51 individual studies,
published between 1974 and 2013 (Table S1). In particular, we
found 89 cases in 38 primary studies for plant species richness
(including fungi species richness), 24 cases in 14 studies for animal
species richness, and 21 cases in 10 studies for animal abundance.
Eighty-nine percent of cases of animal species richness and 76% of
the cases of animal abundance referred to arthropods. Forty
percent of cases considered agroforestry, 27% pastures, 20%
permanent crops, and 12% arable land (Table 2). Iberian semi-
sclerophyllous and semi-deciduous forests (44% of cases), North-
eastern Spain and Southern France Mediterranean (11%), and
Southwest Iberian Mediterranean sclerophyllous and mixed forests
(11%) were among the most intensively studied ecological regions
(Figure 2).
Our meta-analysis (using a fixed effect model) revealed that –
when analyzed together – plant and animal species richness and
abundance values slightly increased after land abandonment
(Effect Size Point Estimate ES = 0.2109), and this overall effect
was significant (Z = 5.5991, P,0.0001). However, heterogeneity
was high (Q = 1048.89, P,0.0001) as outcomes were divided. In
91 (59%) of the 154 cases, species richness and abundance values
were higher on abandoned land compared to managed farmland;
in the remaining 63 cases (41%), values were lower. Fifty-one cases
(33%) had positive effect sizes, indicating a significant increase of
species richness or abundance after abandonment. Forty-four
cases (29%) had negative effect sizes (indicating significant
decreases of species richness or abundance), while in 59 cases
(38%) effect sizes did not differ significantly from zero (i.e., SD
included 0) (Table S3). Following Cohen’s classification [47], 54%
of the cases had large effect sizes (.0.8), 36% had medium effect
sizes (0.2–0.8), and 8% had small (,0.2) effect sizes (Figure 3).
Four cases were not replicated. Due to the heterogeneous effect
size, mixed effect models were used to examine the different
factors.
Differences in species richness were most pronounced in the
fungi (Table 3). However, land abandonment also showed
significant increases in animal and plant species richness. Among
the taxa, we found significantly higher effect sizes for lichen and
birds on abandoned land, while there was no global effect of land
abandonment on arthropod and vascular plants (Table 3,
Figure 4A). Thirty-four cases (38%) had a positive effect size for
plant species richness, while 28 cases (31%) had a negative effect
size and 27 cases (30%) were not significantly different from zero.
Among studies of animal species richness, 14 cases (32%) had
positive and 7 cases (16%) negative effect sizes, and in 23 cases
(52%) effect sizes were not significantly different from zero. Animal
abundance studies had positive effect sizes in 3 cases (14%),
negative effect sizes in 9 cases (43%) and insignificant deviations
from zero in 9 cases (43%).
As for spatial-temporal patterns, effect size of land abandon-
ment (assessed for plant species richness only) was positive for
small (,1 m2) and large (.100 m2) unit sizes, but insignificant for
medium-sized units (1,10 m2; 10,100 m2) (Table 3, Figure 4B).
No clear patterns emerged for the extent of the study areas
(Figure 4C). The number of years since abandonment did have a
significant impact on effect size; but only studies that covered an
abandonment period of thirty to forty-nine years (not those with
fifty or more years or less than thirty years of abandonment)
showed significant increases in species richness and abundance
(Table 3, Figure 4D).
Agroforestry, arable land, and pastures showed significantly
different effect sizes between groups (Table 3, Figure 5A). On
agroforestry and arable land, species richness and abundance
increased after abandonment, while it decreased on pastures.
Permanent crops did not exhibit significant effects.
Effect sizes of studies performed in mountains and lowlands
significantly differed from each other (Table 3, Figure 5B), with
abandonment in lowland areas showing stronger increases in plant
and animal species richness and abundance. No differences were
found comparing land inside and outside of the European network
of protected areas (NATURA 2000, Table 3, Figure 5C).
Temperature did not show significant effects, whereas areas with
high precipitation showed significant declines of plant and animal
species richness and abundance after abandonment (Table 3,
Figure 5D).
Discussion
Land abandonment potentially has substantial environmental
and socio-economic consequences [5]. This study presents the first
formal meta-analysis that examines the particular impacts of land
Table 1. Explanatory variables provided by primary studies and additional data sources that were included in the meta-analysis
and percentage of observations for which these data could be gathered.
Explanatory
variable Description Source
Plant species
richness (%)
Fungi species
richness (%)
Animal species
richness (%)
Animal
abundance (%)
Unit size Sample unit size (m2) Primary studies 93 100 - -
Extent Extent of study area (km2) Primary studies, GoogleEarth 95 100 100 100
Time since
abandonment
Time elapsed since land was
abandoned (years)
Primary studies 98 100 86 85
Previous land use Agroforestry/arable land/pastures/
permanent crops
Primary studies 100 100 100 100
Landform Situated in mountain/lowland area European Environment Agency 100 100 100 100
Protected area status Situated in NATURA 2000 network
of protected areas
European Environment Agency 88% 100 100 100
Temperature Mean annual temperature (uC) WorldClim 100 100 100 100
Precipitation Mean annual precipitation (mm) WorldClim 100 100 100 100
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098355.t001
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abandonment on biodiversity, using animal species richness,
animal abundance, and plant species richness as indicators. The
analysis focused on the Mediterranean Basin, an area of
comparable climate where land abandonment is prevalent. The
meta-analysis revealed that land abandonment has been shown to
slightly but significantly result in increases in plant and animal
species richness and abundance. However, heterogeneity in
responses to abandonment was high. Among the 154 empirical
cases used in the meta-analysis, many pointed to increases, and
others to decreases, in biodiversity after farmland abandonment.
For example, when a simply structured vineyard in Israel was
abandoned, the mean species richness values of perennial plants
(between vine rows) increased from 0.0 to 2.3 species per m2 [48].
In contrast, mean plant species richness declined after abandon-
ment from 16.4 to 12.4 species per m2 in a multifunctional grazing
system in Northern Spain [49], or from 38.4 to 21.8 species per
100 m2 in a traditionally cultivated chestnut grove in Southern
France [50]. In some empirical studies, effect sizes went in
different directions when different species groups [51] or different
farmland habitats [52] were investigated. Using a diversity of
indicators, a qualitative, global review of land abandonment came
to similar insight, with 77 studies pointing to biodiversity losses,
but another 39 studies reporting increasing biodiversity [3]. Thus,
the responses of species richness and abundance are not consistent
enough to support general conclusions about biodiversity trends
on abandoned lands in the Mediterranean. Rather, these
Figure 2. Map of ecological regions included in the analysis. Numbers in brackets specify the number of cases considered per ecological
region.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098355.g002
Table 2. Structure of the data set for comparing managed versus abandoned farmlands (number of cases).
Taxa Agroforestry Arable land Pastures Permanent crops
All 62 19 41 32
Fungi 4 0 0 0
Plants 20 4 33 28
Animals (richness) 28 8 5 3
…Arthropods (richness) 24 7 5 3
…Birds (richness) 4 1 0 0
Animals (abundance) 10 7 3 1
…Arthropods (abundance) 6 6 3 1
…Birds (abundance) 4 1 0 0
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098355.t002
Land Abandonment in the Mediterranean Basin
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responses seem strongly mediated by the specifics of each case
study, whether they pertain to spatial-temporal scale, land-use,
landforms, climate, or other parameters.
Variation in Land Abandonment Impacts
In regard to objective 1), the diverging views on increases or
decreases in plant and animal populations that result from land
Figure 3. Frequency distribution of effect sizes for plant species richness, animal species richness and animal abundance (A)
together and (B) separately. Mean difference effect size, g, and a mixed (random) effects model were used (PR – plant species richness; AR –
animal species richness; AA – animal abundance).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098355.g003
Figure 4. Effect size (95% CI) of land abandonment for (A) taxon; (B) unit size of study; (C) extent of study area; (D) time since
abandonment. Q-test shows significant different effect sizes between groups (heterogeneity) for taxon (Q= 16.95, P = 0.002) and time since
abandonment (Q= 12.68, P = 0.013), but not for extent (Q= 0.86, P = 0.8356).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098355.g004
Land Abandonment in the Mediterranean Basin
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abandonment can be partly explained by the different taxonomic
groups involved. All three kingdoms (animals, fungi, plants)
showed an overall positive effect size after abandonment, but the
strongest one was found for lichen (remembering that all lichen
cases were taken from one publication only). Bird species richness
also showed clear increases in response to land abandonment. The
finding that lichen and birds are more sensitive to land
abandonment than other taxa may explain why the effect size
for small (,1 m2) and large study units (.100 m2) was significant,
as studies on lichen are conducted at finer scales while studies on
birds are mainly carried out at broader scales. Responses of
vascular plant richness were heterogeneous, with some plant
communities favored by agricultural management (very likely
those composed of ruderal, stress tolerant, and competitive
farmland species) and some (very likely those composed of
shrubland and woodland species) favored by abandonment. A
meta-analysis of land abandonment effects on bird distribution
changes also found such heterogeneous differences, with decreas-
ing occurrence of farmland bird species and increasing occurrence
of woodland and shrubland species after abandonment [19].
As for objective 2), our results showed that the temporal
dimension of land abandonment studies is important [53]. Plant
species richness often increases and exhibits strong dynamics in the
first years after abandonment, but later species composition
becomes more stable and species richness decreases. The
intermediate disturbance hypothesis offers one potential explana-
tion, as it predicts that plant competition has a greater influence on
plant community development when it is not interrupted by
disturbances such as cultivation, drought or grazing [50,54]. In a
highly competitive environment, less successful competitors are
often eventually suppressed. In our meta-analysis however, only
studies considering an abandonment period of 30–49 years
showed significant increases in species richness. Obviously, several
decades are needed until colonizers in the regional species pool
trigger community succession. Therefore, our results highlight that
comparatively long time periods are required before general
increases in species richness and abundance can be detected.
However, a (non-significant) decline in species richness after an
abandonment period of 50 or more years may indicate that
exclusion processes eventually follow colonization processes in
many of the case studies.
Substantially different outcomes were revealed for different
agricultural systems [55] when objective 3) was investigated,
confirming previous studies of the influence of farm-level attributes
on biodiversity [56]. Species richness and abundance generally
increased on cultivated habitats (arable land, agroforestry) after
abandonment, and decreased in abandoned pastures. Effect sizes
in Figure 5B suggest an order from increased to decreased species
richness, from agroforestry (+), to arable land (+), to permanent
crops (non-significant), and to pasture (-). This may be related to a
gradient in plant height and in ‘‘naturalness’’ of the vegetation
types. Cultivated habitats are generally more disturbed by
agricultural activities and more distant in species composition
from natural ecosystems than are pastures. Accordingly, stronger
increases in species richness following land abandonment could be
expected for cultivated lands as reduced soil disturbance allows
longer-lived plants to become part of and ‘‘de-simplify’’ the
available habitats [57]. However, mechanisms of species increase
or decrease in these habitats are controlled by plot-level variation
in landscape structure (in particular, the amount of semi-natural
habitats), land-use legacies, and/or management intensity [58].
Effects on biodiversity values are also likely to vary within arable
or pasture lands for the same reason. Biodiversity impacts after
abandonment may differ between highly mechanized and
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simplified croplands for example, and traditionally grazed native
pasture land where grazing may moderate competitive exclusion
[59]. The ‘‘nature value’’ of farmlands prior to abandonment
would be worth exploring as variables in the analyses, but spatially
explicit information on the occurrence of high-nature value
farmland is not available at the European level at present and
therefore hard to consider in a meta-analysis. Surprisingly, we did
not find differences between studies carried out inside and outside
the network of protected areas that covers around 18% of the
European Union.
Regarding objective 4), some effects of landforms, climate, and
other contextual factors were revealed. Particularly influential was
the ecological region of the Mediterranean Basin where the study
was carried out. Land abandonment impacts were more negative
to species richness in areas of higher precipitation (Table 3), i.e. in
those environments of the Mediterranean where climatic condi-
tions are less challenging. This pattern supports prevailing notions
about non-equilibrium systems [60]; in accordance with non-
equilibrium concepts, in areas where abiotic factors do not limit
competition as a major driver, human disturbance may favor
greater species richness. Therefore, higher precipitation may lead
to high levels of competitive exclusion when disturbance from
agriculture ceases.
Limitations of the Study
When interpreting the results of our meta-analysis, several
caveats need to be taken into account. Although meta-analysis is
acknowledged as a straightforward method that yields robust
quantitative results, relevant information reported in the empirical
studies used may be lost, and some relevant studies may be missed
in the selection process. Our search found that many papers could
not be included because necessary summary statistics were not
provided. This information could be gained from some, but by no
means all, authors. We tried to ensure comparability between
primary studies by restricting our analysis to the Mediterranean
Basin, and by adding standardized information (temperature,
precipitation, landform, protected area status) from databases that
covered the whole Basin (or at least the European part of it).
However, the strong variability that we found indicates that the
relationship between land use and biodiversity in the Mediterra-
nean may be too complex for general conclusions.
Our analysis may be further limited because of publication bias,
the idea that studies reporting significant differences are more
frequently published than studies that do not find significant
differences. We tried to minimize publication bias by not only
including studies that were published in high impact journals but
also results from theses, national-level periodicals, internet
documents and other forms of ‘‘grey literature’’. The distribution
Figure 5. Effect size (95% CI) of land abandonment for (A) previous land use; (B) landform; (C) protected areas; (D) precipitation. Q-
test shows significant different effect sizes (heterogeneity) between groups (A: Q= 18.72, P = 0.009 and B: Q= 9.76, P = 0.0076), but not for C: (Q= 0.31,
P = 0.8553). D displays a bubble plot of the relationship between effect size and precipitation, with the size of the bubbles scaled according to the
reciprocal of the standard deviation of the effect size.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0098355.g005
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of effect sizes of our 154 cases is rather symmetric and normal
(Figure 3), so it does not indicate any obvious publication bias.
Rather, most effect sizes are moderate, and only few are large.
Before-after studies may be sensitive to random factors such good
or bad years in terms of rainfall. However, only 2 out of the 154
cases were before-after studies, so we believe that the influence of
such factors on the outcome of our meta-analysis is low.
Another issue to be discussed is whether the inclusion of several
cases per published study leads to pseudoreplication. Having the
number of cases exceed the number of studies is very common in
meta-analysis studies [61]. It can be addressed by randomly
selecting one case per study and examining whether the
confidence interval of the effect size for these selected cases is
different from the confidence interval for all cases. This is
statistically equivalent to comparing the confidence intervals of the
mean effect size for each study, calculated from a mixed-effect
model using ‘‘study’’ as a factor, with the confidence interval of the
effect size for all cases (from Figure 3A). A lack of overlap in 83%
confidence intervals represents a significant difference at P = 0.05
(note that a lack of overlap in 95% confidence intervals indicates a
statistically significant difference at much smaller thresholds of P
value [62]). The 83% confidence interval in Fig. 3A is 22.115,
2.217, and the 83% confidence interval for the ‘‘ES section of
‘study’’’ in Table S5 is 22.876, 1.497. Consequently, the effect of
pseudoreplication is not significant and our way of analysis is
acceptable.
Perhaps the most important limitation to address is the selection
of biodiversity indicators. As have many other meta-analyses
[57,63,64], we focused our study on species richness. However,
species richness can be an unreliable indicator of biodiversity [53],
and more sophisticated comparisons based on species composition
would be more informative [65]. In addition to species richness,
we considered species abundance for the assessment of the
biodiversity impacts of land abandonment, as diminishing
abundance may translate into reduced genetic diversity of
populations [66]. Our approach did not allow us to consider
studies of other dimensions of biodiversity, for example of
differences in ecosystem diversity [67], or of population changes
in individual species [19]. If these parameters were to be included,
we suspect the overall impacts of land abandonment in Europe
might more often lead to decreases in biodiversity [3,18]. In
addition, our meta-analysis did not assess species composition. As
a result losses in farmland biodiversity and especially agrobiodi-
versity that accompany many abandonment processes [27] might
have been overlooked. Similarly, conceptions of what constitutes
‘‘land abandonment’’ can vary substantially [68].
Research Needs
Our sample of primary studies was not distributed evenly across
the Mediterranean Basin. Most cases, 96%, were from Europe,
with a single country – Spain – contributing 56% of all cases. In
contrast, not a single one was assessed from the southern shore of
the Mediterranean Basin. This might reflect a biased selection of
study cases, but in large part can also be attributed to the fact that
land abandonment is a particular phenomenon of the European
Mediterranean, as land use pressure remains high in African and
Asian regions [25,69]. Given that they represent regional-specific
land-use systems, the dehesa and montado agroforestry systems of the
Iberian Peninsula received a lot of attention in studies. In contrast,
the biodiversity outcomes of land abandonment were compara-
tively little studied for arable land. Also, not all taxa received equal
attention, and current studies do not allow identifying the specific
kinds of plant and animal communities that are favored or
hampered by land abandonment.
Future research studying land abandonment should strive to fill
the gaps identified in this paper by focusing on neglected taxa and
regions and by studying effects on species composition, turnover,
and functional biodiversity rather than species numbers. Other
promising directions might be closer examination of biodiversity
outcomes under different intensities of land management (e.g.,
intensive crop cultivation versus high nature value farming versus
organic agriculture) and land abandonment (e.g., complete versus
‘‘mild’’ abandonment of traditional olive cultivation), and under
different land tenure regimes [70]. In particular, the landscape
context of land abandonment and biodiversity needs much more
attention.
Conclusions
It is challenging to explain the contrasting impacts of a complex
and spatially diverse process such as land abandonment [18].
Synthesizing the results of 154 cases throughout the Mediterra-
nean Basin, this meta-analysis indicates a slight increase in overall
species richness and abundance after land abandonment. The
effects of land abandonment on biodiversity were mediated by a
broad set of drivers. As a result, the directions and intensities of
response in species richness and abundance to land abandonment
were heterogeneous across the Basin.
Our results point out that neither ‘‘rewilding’’ nor ‘‘high nature
value farming’’ alone offer ‘‘one-size-fits-all’’ policy solutions for
addressing biodiversity conservation following land abandonment
in the Mediterranean Basin. Rather, agri-environmental and other
approaches need to be tailored to the local ecosystem, landscape,
and land-use context. For example, our study gives hints that
abandonment of some plots within simply structured cultivated
landscapes may increase landscape heterogeneity and habitat
diversity and thus contribute to ecological restoration [71,72]. In
contrast, land abandonment in pastoral landscapes may be
detrimental, in particular to farmland biodiversity that is linked
to active human intervention [14]. In fact, land abandonment
affects extensively managed Mediterranean farmland much more
than intensively managed farmland [73], so that the scenario of
decreasing farmland biodiversity seems to be the more common
case. An ideal configuration may be a landscape mosaic with
patches of differing successional stages and management types,
with each stage and type benefitting particular taxonomic groups
[3]. An important task for the future will be to develop a typology
of potential responses to land abandonment.
Given prevailing socio-economic conditions, land abandonment
will continue in many parts of the Mediterranean Basin. An
outcome of larger agricultural change, the process is unlikely to be
efficiently addressed by broad agricultural policy and even less by
biodiversity conservation programs [35]. Our results call, firstly,
for spatially explicit targeting of policies toward specific hotspots of
land abandonment [5,26]. Secondly, policies should address only
those farmlands where otherwise uncontrolled abandonment
would lead to socially undesired outcomes for biodiversity and
ecosystem services. The results of this study point out that
abandonment of pasture lands may need particular targeting by
agri-environmental policies to maintain or restore biodiversity
values. The strong role of factors at the farm and landscape scales
that was revealed by the analysis indicates that purposeful
management at these scales can have a powerful impact on
biodiversity, for example in situations where ecological processes
such as dispersal and regeneration are disrupted by surrounding
industrial agriculture [7]. A context-specific approach requires
assessments of broad sets of biodiversity and ecosystem services at
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the landscape scale as well as cross-sectoral rural development
approaches.
Supporting Information
Figure S1 Flow diagram reporting the number of records
identified, excluded, and added during the screening process.
(PDF)
Table S1 PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses) checklist.
(PDF)
Table S2 Full references for the 51 studies included in the meta-
analysis.
(PDF)
Table S3 Cases included in the meta-analysis: Dependent
variables.
(PDF)
Table S4 Cases included in the meta-analysis: Independent
variables.
(PDF)
Table S5 Summary of additional variables included in the meta-
analysis.
(PDF)
Acknowledgments
Martin Mantel created maps and figures. We thank M. Price and B.
Gebhardt for providing the ‘‘Map of European mountain massifs’’. We are
grateful to the Collaboration for Environmental Evidence for providing
guidance. Additional data were kindly given by the following authors of
primary studies: H. Allen, J. Arroyo, P. Beja, G. Bonamomi, H. Castro, A.
Catorci, T. Curt, M. Dı´az, E. Farris, C. Go´mez Lo´pez, S. Gonc¸alves, I.
Kosic´, L. Lassaletta, F. Lo´pez y Gelats, A. Moro´n-Rı´os, F. Ojeda, B. Peco,
S. Plexida, A.-H. Prieur-Richard, I. Santa Regina, J. Santana, A. Sfougaris,
C. Sirami, R. Ta´rrega, and S. Garcı´a Tejero. The research contributes to
the Global Land Project (http://www.globallandproject.org) and the
Programme on Ecosystem Change and Society (http://www.pecs-
science.org).
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: TP MG. Performed the
experiments: TP MG. Analyzed the data: CH. Wrote the paper: TP
LH. Contributed to the discussion: MG LH CH. Supervised experimental
design: CH.
References
1. Smith P, Gregory PJ, van Vuuren D, Obersteiner M, Havlik P, et al. (2010)
Competition for land. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B-
Biological Sciences 365: 2941–2957.
2. Sikor T, Auld G, Bebbington AJ, Benjaminsen TA, Gentry BS, et al. (2013)
Global land governance: from territory to flow? Current Opinion in
Environmental Sustainability 5: 522–527.
3. Rey Benayas JM, Martins A, Nicolau JM, Schulz JJ (2007) Abandonment of
agricultural land: an overview of drivers and consequences. CAB Reviews:
Perspectives in Agriculture, Veterinary Science, Nutrition and Natural
Resources 2: 57.
4. Plieninger T, van der Horst D, Schleyer C, Bieling C (2014) Sustaining
ecosystem services in cultural landscapes. Ecology and Society, in press.
5. Munroe DK, van Berkel DB, Verburg PH, Olson JL (2013) Alternative
trajectories of land abandonment: causes, consequences and research challenges.
Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 5: 471–476.
6. Ramankutty N, Foley JA (1999) Estimating historical changes in global land
cover: Croplands from 1700 to 1992. Global Biogeochemical Cycles 13: 997–
1027.
7. Cramer VA, Hobbs RJ, Standish RJ (2008) What’s new about old fields? Land
abandonment and ecosystem assembly. Trends in Ecology & Evolution 23: 104–
112.
8. Hobbs RJ, Cramer VA (2007) Why old fields? Socioeconomic and ecological
causes and consequences of land abandonment. In: Cramer VA, Hobbs RJ, Old
Fields: Dynamics and Restoration of Abandoned Farmland. Washington D.C.:
Island Press. pp. 1–14.
9. Bowen ME, McAlpine CA, House APN, Smith GC (2007) Regrowth forests on
abandoned agricultural land: A review of their habitat values for recovering
forest fauna. Biological Conservation 140: 273–296.
10. Navarro LM, Pereira HM (2012) Rewilding abandoned landscapes in Europe.
Ecosystems 15: 900–912.
11. Blondel J, Aronson J, Bodiou J-Y, Boef G (2010) The Mediterranean Region:
Biological Diversity in Space and Time. Oxford, New York: Oxford University
Press. 376 p.
12. Peco B, Carmona CP, de Pablos I, Azcarate FM (2012) Effects of grazing
abandonment on functional and taxonomic diversity of Mediterranean
grasslands. Agriculture Ecosystems & Environment 152: 27–32.
13. Oppermann R, Beaufoy G, Jones G (2012) High Nature Value Farming in
Europe - 35 European Countries, Experiences and Perspectives. Ubstadt-
Weiher: Verlag Regionalkultur.
14. Plieninger T, Bieling C (2013) Resilience-based perspectives to guiding high
nature value farmland through socio-economic change. Ecology and Society
18(4): 20, doi: 10.5751/ES-05877-180420.
15. Bignal EM, McCracken DI (2000) The nature conservation value of European
traditional farming systems. Environmental Review 8: 149–171.
16. Phalan B, Onial M, Balmford A, Green RE (2011) Reconciling food production
and biodiversity conservation: Land sharing and land sparing compared. Science
333: 1289–1291.
17. Tscharntke T, Clough Y, Wanger TC, Jackson L, Motzke I, et al. (2012) Global
food security, biodiversity conservation and the future of agricultural
intensification. Biological Conservation 151: 53–59.
18. Queiroz AI (2013) Managing for Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services in a
Context of Farmland Abandonment. Doctoral Thesis in Sustainability Science.
Stockholm: Stockholm University.
19. Sirami C, Brotons L, Burfield I, Fonderflick J, Martin JL (2008) Is land
abandonment having an impact on biodiversity? A meta-analytical approach to
bird distribution changes in the north-western Mediterranean. Biological
Conservation 141: 450–459.
20. Myers N, Mittermeier RA, Mittermeier CG, da-Fonseca GAB, Kent J (2000)
Biodiversity hotspots for conservation priorities. Nature 403: 853–858.
21. Underwood EC, Viers JH, Klausmeyer KR, Cox RL, Shaw MR (2009) Threats
and biodiversity in the Mediterranean biome. Diversity and Distributions 15:
188–197.
22. Cuttelod A, Garcı´a N, Abdul Malak D, Temple H, Katariya V (2008) The
Mediterranean: a biodiversity hotspot under threat. In: Vie´ J-C, Hilton-Taylor
C, Stuart SN, The 2008 Review of The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species.
Gland: IUCN.
23. Plieninger T, Gaertner M, Hui C, Huntsinger L (2013) Does land abandonment
decrease species richness and abundance of plants and animals in Mediterranean
pastures, arable lands and permanent croplands? Environmental Evidence 2: 3.
24. Pauchard A, Cavieres LA, Bustamante RO (2004) Comparing alien plant
invasions among regions with similar climates: where to from here? Diversity
and Distributions 10: 371–375.
25. Weissteiner CJ, Boschetti M, Bottcher K, Carrara P, Bordogna G, et al. (2011)
Spatial explicit assessment of rural land abandonment in the Mediterranean
area. Global and Planetary Change 79: 20–36.
26. Sluiter R, de Jong SM (2007) Spatial patterns of Mediterranean land
abandonment and related land cover transitions. Landscape Ecology 22: 559–
576.
27. MacDonald D, Crabtree JR, Wiesinger G, Dax T, Stamou N, et al. (2000)
Agricultural abandonment in mountain areas of Europe: Environmental
consequences and policy response. Journal of Environmental Management 59:
47–69.
28. Mazzoleni S, di Pasquale G, Mulligan M, di Martino P, Rego F (2004) Recent
dynamics of the Mediterranean vegetation and landscape. Chichester, West
Sussex; Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons. 306 p.
29. Bugalho MN, Caldeira MC, Pereira JS, Aronson J, Pausas JG (2011)
Mediterranean cork oak savannas require human use to sustain biodiversity
and ecosystem services. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment 9: 278–286.
30. Papanastasis VP (2007) Land abandonment and old field dynamics in Greece.
In: Cramer VA, Hobbs RJ, Old Fields: Dynamics and Restoration of
Abandoned Farmland. Washington DC: Island Press. pp. 225–246.
31. Grove AT, Rackham O (2001) The Nature of Mediterranean Europe: An
Ecological History. New Haven, London: Yale University Press. 384 p.
32. Pereira E, Queiroz C, Pereira HM, Vicente L (2005) Ecosystem services and
human well-being: a participatory study in a mountain community in Portugal.
Ecology and Society 10(2): 14.
33. Santos-Martin F, Martin-Lopez B, Garcia-Llorente M, Aguado M, Benayas J, et
al. (2013) Unraveling the relationships between ecosystems and human wellbeing
in Spain. Plos One 8(9): e73249.
Land Abandonment in the Mediterranean Basin
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 11 May 2014 | Volume 9 | Issue 5 | e98355
34. Keenleyside C, Tucker GM (2010) Farmland Abandonment in the EU: an
Assessment of Trends and Prospects. Report prepared for WWF. London:
Institute for European Environmental Policy.
35. Renwick A, Jansson T, Verburg PH, Revoredo-Giha C, Britz W, et al. (2013)
Policy reform and agricultural land abandonment in the EU. Land Use Policy
30: 446–457.
36. Henrichs T, Zurek M, Eickhout B, Kok K, Raudsepp-Hearne C, et al. (2010)
Scenario development and analysis for forward-looking ecosystem assessments.
In: Ash N, Blanco H, Brown C, Garcia K, Henrichs T, et al., Ecosystems and
Human Well-Being A Manual for Assessment Practicioners. Washington DC:
Island Press. pp. 151–219.
37. Centre for Evidence-Based Conservation (2010) Guidelines for Systematic
Review in Environmental Management. Version 4.0. Environmental Evidence:
http://www.environmentalevidence.org/Authors.thm.
38. Magurran AE (2004) Measuring Biological Diversity. Malden: Blackwell
Publishing. 256 p.
39. Noss RF (1990) Indicators for monitoring biodiversity - a hierarchical approach.
Conservation Biology 4: 355–364.
40. Gotelli NJ, Colwell RK (2001) Quantifying biodiversity: procedures and pitfalls
in the measurement and comparison of species richness. Ecology Letters 4: 379–
391.
41. Bossard M, Feranec J, Otahel J (2000) CORINE land cover technical guide –
Addendum 2000. Technical report No 40. Copenhagen: European Environ-
ment Agency.
42. Pickett S (1989) Space-for-time substitution as an alternative to long-term
studies. In: Likens GE, Long-term Studies in Ecology: Approaches and
Alternatives. New York: Springer. pp. 110–135.
43. Cohen J (1960) A coefficient of agreement for nominal scales. Educational and
Psychological Measurement 20: 37–46.
44. Gaertner M, Den Breeyen A, Hui C, Richardson DM (2009) Impacts of alien
plant invasions on species richness in Mediterranean-type ecosystems: a meta-
analysis. Progress in Physical Geography 33: 319–338.
45. Viechtbauer W (2010) Conducting meta-analyses in R with the metafor package.
Journal of Statistical Software 36: 1–48.
46. R Developement Core Team (2006) R: A language and environment for
statistical computing. Vienna: R Foundation for Statistical Computing.
47. Cohen J (1988) Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences. Hillsdale:
L. Erlbaum Associates. 567 p.
48. Neeman G, Izhaki I (1996) Colonization in an abandoned East-Mediterranean
vineyard. Journal of Vegetation Science 7: 465–472.
49. Tarrega R, Calvo L, Taboada A, Garcia-Tejero S, Marcos E (2009)
Abandonment and management in Spanish dehesa systems: Effects on soil
features and plant species richness and composition. Forest Ecology and
Management 257: 731–738.
50. Gondard H, Romane F, Grandjanny M, Li JQ, Aronson J (2001) Plant species
diversity changes in abandoned chestnut (Castanea sativa) groves in southern
France. Biodiversity and Conservation 10: 189–207.
51. Plexida S, Sfougaris A, Papadopoulos N (2012) Quantifying beetle and bird
diversity in a Mediterranean mountain agro-ecosystem. Israel Journal of Ecology
and Evolution 58: 1–25.
52. Peco B, Sanchez AM, Azcarate FM (2006) Abandonment in grazing systems:
Consequences for vegetation and soil. Agriculture Ecosystems & Environment
113: 284–294.
53. Paillet Y, Berges L, Hjalten J, Odor P, Avon C, et al. (2010) Biodiversity
differences between managed and unmanaged forests: Meta-analysis of species
richness in Europe. Conservation Biology 24: 101–112.
54. Lavorel S, Lepart J, Debussche M, Lebreton JD, Beffy JL (1994) Small-scale
disturbances and the maintenance of species-diversity in Mediterranean old
fields. Oikos 70: 455–473.
55. Bonet A, Pausas JG (2007) Old field dynamics on the dry side of the
Mediterranean Basin: Patterns and processes in semiarid Southeast Spain. In:
Cramer VA, Hobbs RJ, Old Fields: Dynamics and Restoration of Abandoned
Farmland. Washington DC: Island Press. pp. 247–264.
56. Billeter R, Liira J, Bailey D, Bugter R, Arens P, et al. (2008) Indicators for
biodiversity in agricultural landscapes: a pan-European study. Journal of Applied
Ecology 45: 141–150.
57. Batary P, Andras B, Kleijn D, Tscharntke T (2011) Landscape-moderated
biodiversity effects of agri-environmental management: a meta-analysis.
Proceedings of the Royal Society B-Biological Sciences 278: 1894–1902.
58. Grashof-Bokdam CJ, van Langevelde F (2005) Green veining: landscape
determinants of biodiversity in European agricultural landscapes. Landscape
Ecology 20: 417–439.
59. Perevolotsky A, Seligman NG (1998) Role of grazing in Mediterranean
rangeland ecosystems. Bioscience 48: 1007–1017.
60. Westoby M, Walker B, Noymeir I (1989) Opportunistic management for
rangelands not at equilibrium. Journal of Range Management 42: 266–274.
61. Vila` M, Espinar JL, Hejda M, Hulme PE, Jarosˇı´k V, et al. (2011) Ecological
impacts of invasive alien plants: a meta-analysis of their effects on species,
communities and ecosystems. Ecology Letters 14: 702–708.
62. Payton ME, Greenstone MH, Schenker N (2003) Overlapping confidence
intervals or standard error intervals: what do they mean in terms of statistical
significance? Journal of Insect Science 3: 34.
63. Humbert J-Y, Pellet J, Buri P, Arlettaz R (2012) Does delaying the first mowing
date benefit biodiversity in meadowland? Environmental Evidence 1: 9.
64. Felton A, Knight E, Wood J, Zammit C, Lindenmayer D (2010) A meta-analysis
of fauna and flora species richness and abundance in plantations and pasture
lands. Biological Conservation 143: 545–554.
65. Sax DF, Kinlan BP, Smith KF (2005) A conceptual framework for comparing
species assemblages in native and exotic habitats. Oikos 108: 457–464.
66. Davis MA (2009) Invasion Biology. Oxford, New York: Oxford University Press.
244 p.
67. Mottet A, Ladet S, Coque N, Gibon A (2006) Agricultural land-use change and
its drivers in mountain landscapes: A case study in the Pyrenees. Agriculture
Ecosystems & Environment 114: 296–310.
68. Plieninger T, Gaertner M (2011) Harnessing degraded lands for biodiversity
conservation. Journal for Nature Conservation 19: 18–23.
69. Plieninger T, Schaich H, Kizos T (2011) Land-use legacies in the forest structure
of silvopastoral oak woodlands in the Eastern Mediterranean. Regional
Environmental Change 11: 603–615.
70. Schaich H, Plieninger T (2013) Land ownership drives stand structure and
carbon storage of deciduous temperate forests. Forest Ecology and Management
305: 146–157.
71. Keenleyside C, Tucker G, McConville A (2010) Farmland Abandonment in the
EU: an Assessment of Trends and Prospects. London: WWF, IEEP.
72. Pointereau P, Coulon F, Girard P, Lambotte M, Stuczynski T, et al. (2008)
Analysis of Farmland Abandonment and the Extent and Location of
Agricultural Areas that are Actually Abandoned or are in Risk to be Abandoned.
Ispra: European Commission-JRC-Institute for Environment and Sustainability.
73. Cocca G, Sturaro E, Gallo L, Ramanzin M (2012) Is the abandonment of
traditional livestock farming systems the main driver of mountain landscape
change in Alpine areas? Land Use Policy 29: 878–886.
Land Abandonment in the Mediterranean Basin
PLOS ONE | www.plosone.org 12 May 2014 | Volume 9 | Issue 5 | e98355
